- Lake Parkway mod;?;aahon

~ Potential fong-term redevelopment of
Milwaukee Harbor area
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= Speed reduction (55 mph to 40 mph) adds
one minute

= Congestion adds one to two additional
minutes, primarily at Bay Intersection
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High EB to SB PM rights
Suggest mainiaining
location’s existing
configuration

= Three lane infersection
with turn lanes could
accommaodate
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estimaté spéeeds and travel times
Calibrated based on travel time runs

Travet Time Comparisons

E::_Avergg_;i —=- Maximum #-- Minimm - Modet |

Redactr’c‘n from-freeway to arterial adds one
nutes during peaks. .

= Most deiay associated with intersection r:rf‘

Lake Parkway and Bay/Carferry




one minute

= Congestion adds one {o two additional
minutes, primarily at Bay Intersection
o three minutes-.




_ kground traffic growth

= Peak & route diversion

= Congestion of parallel facilities

= Potential development along Lake ',?arkway

Counts and MQIC EA
~1.6% along Lake Parkway -
= ~1.1% along | 94
= ~1.2% along | 794
Further refining to use SEWRPC model
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Lake Parkway freeway travel times increase
1 10 2 minutes by Year 2030
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eview future traffic projecteons to consider:
- Peak spreadmg
— Route diversion

- Capacity of parallel facsiat;es
— Transit impacts
I-versus regional traffi

= Maintain NBto Bas f%"ﬁ& ow movement

one minute
= Congestion adds one to two additional
minutes, primarily at Bay Intersection
C %ai increase of two to thr@g minutes:
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